Dear Paul, 


9 / 29/86 


The delay in your letter of the 22 reaching me, as it just did, is good for 
me: I needed Home thing to take my mind off the visit to tho doctor over persisting 
edema. If the doctor had ordered anything, he could not have improved, so thanks. 

I read it three times, short as it is, it is that incredible. I'll take some 
time to respond in the hope that something can get you up on your feet a nd youf 
tongue out of Lif ton's ass 0 Ileally, Paul, you disgrace yourself with this longing 
to make Lifton the inventor of the wheel and the discoverer of sex. You simply 
refuse to use your fine mind, And, of course, as in the past, and I believe for the 
same reason, you ignore all the total disqualifications of that particular Lifton 
theory of which, in a limited degree, I reminded you. The reason is that you ca not 
refute them but you long to cling to the impossible; theory. 

From the top: Your mistake, you say, is, "I should have checked Lifton * 3 
book first." Why? Is it your bible? Can his book disclose what I had already told 
you was impossible because t lie disclosed records are specific in the purposes of 
the LBJ-Hoove *• ]Dook project? Kven if by some magic that doesn't exist you can take 
his word for the time oi‘ his theory, how can that possibly indicate any relevance? 

If Lifton wondered whether his development of Ms theory could have accounted 
for that particular la oov(Pr statement, do you have to? Particularly after Lifton 
took personal credit - and rewrote Ms book for that purpose - for work he knew had 
been published. 


Lifton "discovered" the surgery quote? after bantam distributed it to promote 
Epstein's wMch is after I told Vikings p.r. man at the ABA book convention 

in WasMngton 6/66 how to get it at the ArcMves? 

How you want to"establish that the Itinguage of Hoover's statement was fixed 
isefore it could have been influenced by Lifton." (Your emphasis) Are you suggesting 
that the FBI had Ms bed bugged, Ms head wired? And when, to carry your nonsense 
further, would the language have been fixed? First dvuft? Last? 


BotMng else then current and public and well publicized could have influenced 
“he language, huh? Hot the books, which are clearly the inspiration for the zany 
LBJ project. And of course not the major AP story of its interview with Boswell. 
WMch someone liked enough to scoop t^e Baltimore Bun, whoso project it was, under 
my inspiration. (I sicced its then reporter, /Richard ^evine , onto it.) All of that 
attention was only inte national, only f ront-pag)LO all over, only all over radio and 
TV, so of course it coulS/have liavq been causative when you have a gnat and some 
untMnking amateur amateurs think that gnat droppings are an atom bomb. 

*ou say that I am "right, of course, to emphasize that these documents are 
interesting completely independently of the Lifton hypothesis?"Did I say that, 
independently of the totally unrelated Mfton Hypothesis? Or did I say that the 
LBJ bookproject in and of itself is interesting for other reasons? 


The LBJ nuttiness was of earliex- date than the one record I could locate 
readily. In going over another file in my office for legal reasons I found an extra 
copy of an earlier memo in thatsseries, DeLoach' s to Tolson, 9/26/66, wMch clearly 


is not the first. It is 


tied "HE: LIMED BOOKS it 


SSASSIIIATIOH OF PliKSIMHT 


KENNEDY." The phone call appears to have been from Fortas, whose name is masked. 
It first the spaces, including for "Abe." And the only hooks mentioned^ are Lane's 


and Epstein's* 


find that you are utterly 


although I think it is a total waste of their tin* 
irrational about tMs I'll send copies of your letter and mine to both Lark and Jim 
because you say you would lino the rest of the records from Jin. Uho'll be absolutely 
crazy with all he can't find tine for to take a minute on tMs insanity to wMch you 
are so devoted. Again I ask you to stand off and think tMs and what it ; represents thru. 

sincere ly . 




May 22, 1985 


Dear Harold, 

Thanks for your letter of the 17th, and for the enclosures. 

My mistake X should have checked Lifton's book before mentioning him 
in my letter of 4/25, in connection with the Jack Anderson story about 
XiBJ and Hoover. X recalled that Lifton wondered (pp. 296—8) if Hoover's 
public statement of 11/26/66 might have anything to do with his stuff. 

However, I now see that the document you found proves that the idea of 
a statement specifically about the autopsy (passed on to DeLoach on or 
before October 7, 1966) predated both Lifton's 'discovery' of the surgery 
quote, and Liebeler’s memo which referred to it. (Respectively, October 22 
[p„ 145] and November 5 [p. 262 - date of drafting of Liebeler memo]) 

The additional documents in your file might establish that the language 
of Hoover's statement was fixed before it could have been influenced by Lifton. 
In due course, I would like to see that material; perhaps it would be more 
convenient for you to tell me which file they are in and let me try to get 
them from Jim or Mark. 

You are right, of course, to emphasize that these documents are 
interesting completely independently of the Lifton hypothesis. It seems 
really unusual that LBJ would approach Hoover through a sitting justice. 

Among other things, wasn't Ruby still alive, with a good chance of his case 
reaching the Supreme Court? I guess it's not surprising that LBJ didn't 
think Gerald Ford's 1965 book had been good enough; nobody else did either. 

And it’s news to me that Rankin had agreed to write a book! 

With hasty regards, 

&JL 
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9/26/66 


MR. TOLSONi 


n»>A o 


morning, 
and the Director. 


RE: BIASED BOOKS RE . 

ASSASSINATION OF 
PRESIDENT KENNEDY 

called me from New York tills 

d that his best regards be given to you 


(M (t£T> 


is fed up with tho rash of distorted, biased f) \( 
books currently on tho markot concerning tho assassination of vb)V"7)'- 
President Kennedy. He particularly is incensed at tho books 
by Epstein and Mark Lane. 

I toldl9 briefly of the background of both Epstein 
and Lane. lie asked if there was something he could to do to 
set the record straight. He stated the FBI had not come off 
vo ry good in either of those books. I told him we knew this; 
however, tho Director could not be placed in the position of 
mailing a public statement inasmuch as wo were the investigative 
agency with responsibilities of not only investigating but also 
running dov/n considerable leads for tho Warrc-n Commission ; 
conse quently , it would be pres umptuous for the FBI to speak, 
cut 


Vi* 

Co 





,0.01 


asked if we ecu 
:ccovd Inform p t i 

check with 



la know. 


It is suggested we tako the analysis prepared here 
at the Bureau on Mark : Lano^sbook and work up a blind memorandum 
which can be used by H^|§111|||§§§ in making Mark Lane ’ 
look ridiculous. Y.'e, of course, would not furnish Cl 
any information which is confidential or which has not been 
released to tho American* public. Y/e are, however „ in & position 
to furnish information that will make Lane's book look stupid. 
The said blind memorandum, if this plan is approved, will bo 
eer^tovauend tho Director, for approval prior to being given 

gglaMaMitfnrnr Respectfully, 



» cc- M r D eloach 
Mr. l;osch~ 

' Hr 7 Sullivan 

lir. Y/ick 

...r.uTi-crdi J 5» 


C. D. DcLoach 


